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Mr. President, 

We have presented Sweden's general views on the importance of preventing weaponization of 
outer space in the plenary 8 June, and further elaborated on the scope and basic definitions of 
a possible future treaty in the infornlal plenary of 9 June. Today we will address the issue of 
transparency and confidence building measures in outer space. 

As we made clear last week, Sweden favours the negotiation of a clear-cut prohibition of the 
weaponization of outer space. Such a treaty would probably take many years to negotiate, 
once such negotiations could begin. The discussions last week on the technical and legal 
aspects of such a treaty proved that much work remains before we can reach a common 
understanding on the parameters of a possible treaty. And we all know that the political 
consensus to initiate real negotiations in the CD on this issue unfortunately does not exist 
today. 

It is in this light that we very much welcome the general approach of the Russian/Chinese 
working paper CD/I778 on transparency and confidence building measures in outer space. 
Confidence building measures in outer space is not a new concept. A lot of work on this issue 
has been done within the franlework of the United Nations and several existing international 
agreements incorporate important CBM provisions. In fact, an important step would be the 
full implementation of all existing CBMs, for example those included in the 1975 Registration 
Convention. 

Mr. President, 

In 2005 the UN General Assembly refocused the interest of the international community on 
this issue by adopting resolution 60/66. In this resolution UN member states are invited to 
give their views on the advisability of further developing international transparency and 
confidence building measures in outer space activities. For Sweden, the short answer to the 
question posed is - a clear yes. 

The work on further CBMs in outer space could be carried forward in several fora, within the 
UN and its Committees, including the Committee on Peaceful Uses of Space, as well as in the 
context of the CD. Such processes should however be mutually reinforcing and co-ordinated 
in order to avoid duplication or contradictory approaches. 

Any future treaty on the non-weaponization of outer space would need to include CBM 
provisions. But the discussions on CBMs should not necessarily be viewed as a precursor to 
the elaboration of a future treaty. Agreement on recommendations of further CBMs would 
most certainly enhance mutual trust in outer space activities and favour common 
understandings of the risks involved in the weaponization of space, but they would also in 
themselves serve important purposes. 



As pointed out in working paper CD/I778, tbe unilateral or joint commitment by states not to 
place weapons and to prevent an arms race in outer space would probably be the most 
important such confidence building measure. 

Mr President, 

Allow me to commcnt further on some 0 f the concrete TCBMs that are mentioned in the 
working paper CD/I77S. 

-In the paper TCBMs are categorized as measures aimed at enhancing transparency in outer 
space programs, transparency on outer space objects in orbits, or measures related to the rules 
of conduct during outer space activities. A fourth such category could, in my view, be 
bilateral or multilateral co-operative outer space projects, including common space-related 
in frastructure. 

- As regards exchange of information, we see no major obstacles to the steps proposed. The 
exchange of information on programs related to military activities would probably need to be 
mainly qualitative in its nature, with less emphasis on the quantitative aspects. Exchange of 
information on commercial space programs would of course have to take into account tbc 
need to preserve key business interests. 

- Demonstrations, such as voluntary, but systematic, invitations for experts to launch sites etc, 
would be a significant contribution to transparency and confidence building. 

- The ideas put forward on further elaboration of notification schemes, as well as the full 
implementation of such existing agreements, have in principle our support. However, some of 
the concepts need further elaboration. For instance the concept of "manoeuvres that may 
result in dangerous proximity" is open to various interpretations and would need further 
discussion. 

- Mechanisms for consultations would serve many essential purposes, as pointed out in the 
working paper. One simple measure to facilitate such consultations would be the appointment 
of national points of contact. 

- Thematic workshops would certainly contribute towards building relations and 
understanding between individual scientists and experts, but may not significantly affect the 
level of confidence between states. 

Mr. President, 

In conclusion, Sweden is ready to participate in the discussions in relevant fora on further 
CBMs in outer space related activities. We welcome such a pragmatic step-by-step approach 
to enhancing space security and we hope that this approach will contribute to furthering our 
deliberations on outer space issues also in the Conference on Disarmament. 

I thank you. 


